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INTERVIEW SUMMARY 


f Ailparticipants <^plicaht/applicanfs representative 


Type: □Telephonic ^Personal (copy is given to dapplicant ^applicant's representative) ;i / .= : : ; - ; , r q r r 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: JSYes □ No If yes, brief description: $ ^)^f4&hl^ pr^^yk^^y^^, 

£lLp&r*.M*~ X6ZY)f\ivvj morula, k " " 

Agreement □ was reached. (S was not reached. ? - \ : 

Claim(s) discussed: ; . , , " '•" - " 


Identification of prior art discussed: F^^nV^^ t$ <£l ($ f $ 6\5 


Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or any other mmmpnts - App li^JjV^^ 


( A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments, if available, which the examiner agreed would render the claims allowable 
must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments which would render the claims allowable is available, a summary thereof must be 
attached.) . 

1. 0 It is Tiot necessary for applicant to. provide a separate record of the substance of the interview. . ' * ' 

Unless the paragraph above has been checked to indicate to the contrary. A FORMAL WRITTEN RESPONSE TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION 
IS NOT WAIVED AND MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a response to the last Office 
action has are ready been filed, APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE 
SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. 

2. □ Since the Examiner's interview summary above (including any attachments) reflects a complete response to each of the objections, 

rejections and requirements that may be present in the last Office action, and since the claims are now allowable, this completed form 
is considered to fulfill the response requirements of the last Office action. Applicant is not relieved from providing a separate record of 
the interview unless box 1 above is also checked. 

Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an attachment to another form. 
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»■ , > ; ... . Manuahof Patent Examining Procedure, Section 713.04 Substance of Interview must Be Made of Record 

IT!?^ 6 SlatGm f 35 ! ° ^ ^ tanci of amLface-to-face or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in ,ho 

application, whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. wn^qininR 

;*~" * , • ; - ■ ~ — §1-133-interviews . .. _ v _ 

(b) In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement oUha reasons presented at th« 
c£^«^ aCti0 ° mUSt ^ ^ ^ aPPNCanL ^ ihtefVieW d0GS n0 * rem ° Ve ^ f0f "loK 

* ,^J?^ ^^ : !?^!??. in wnlin 9* business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of 
TtKn°^ Trademarit mce iS unnecessa ^ ^^ction of the Patent and Trademark ^ JfflS?S^S« 

on jhe wntten record <n the Office. No attention w.il be paid to any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is d^™m or 

to rectt*^^ bG baSGd exdusive * on the written reco «* I" the Office if that record is itself incomplete through the failure 

\\ 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file unless the examiner indicates 
t^SSS S °' ' S 6Xam ^ ■ P9P?n ^ 10 566 ^ SUCh 3 M iS made ^ t0 ^^Tnaterial inaccuracies which beaS 

;- - •. - 

Examiners must complete a two-sheet carbon interleaf Interview Summary Form for each interview held after January 1 . 1978 where a matter of substance has 
%Z i dU «" 9 *t m TT"'?l the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks in neat handwritten form using a ba» S KraM 

only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction requirements for which interview recordation is^trterwiseprovided^orJh ^S^^B^Of^SS^^WaM 
S^rT?* ° r POmtm9 0Ut err0fS ° r unreadab,e **t ir > Office actions or the like, are' excluded from HSr^ rec^rdSS 

wr^n^Ifr '^^.TnT^ ^ ^S* 6 " T ^PP^? 0 P a P er number ' P>«ced in the righ^ hand portion of the fite. and listed on the ^ntemV list on the file 
wrapper. The docket and senal raster cards need not be updated to reflect interviews. In a personal interviewee duplicate copy p^he WisrKeS ar^h 
to the applicant or attorney or agent) at the conclusion of the interview, in' the caseol a telephonic iriterview.lhicbpy is nTaiied 
%SS?S£T wth h or P"°! to the 1 n « xt officia ' cornmunication,lf additional correspondence from the examiner is not liker^fo^^ 

dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the telephonic interview rather than with the next official commurriwtion. r ^ ^^^ msIa ^? 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: v ^ * . ■ }\ 1 •• . . . ^Js; ; 

-Serial Number of the application 

-Narrie of applicant _ r ~:i ■ . "\ ^, _j • ; ■> - _ _ - . j<" o • 

-Name of examiner . r , ^ -..« .. .,. ; - t ; .r> 

-Date of interview - . ' 

-Type of interview (personal or telephonic) ^ . . : ; i f> * _._.Y* .......^^vj^.^.- v ._.^„ 

-Name of participant(s)) (applicant, attorney or agent, etc.) 

-An indication whether or not ah exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted V 
-An identification of the claims discussed - - E^r- : . - 

-An identification of the specific prior art discussed — . 

~^j™JSl!l n n^fI an a 9 ree "? en V w ? s reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by attachment of -& copy 
contraiyj as bemg altowable). (Agreements as to allowability are tentative and do not restrict further action by the examiner to the 

-The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview . " - " ' "• " • ' ; 1 " 

-Names of other Patent and Trademark Office personnel present. 

The Form also contains a statement reminding the applicant of his responsibility to record the substance of the interview. 

It is.desireable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his obligation to record' the substance of the interview in each case unless both aoDlicant and 
SZ^^^^^T 0 "^- r miner a *»? 4 ? {he substance of thejraerviero^n iUs ad^ 

s'z^rse^r^r^ 

oVlstlr^ tfi f '"ir^ S V m ^ ^V Wit ' h ?* n °^ ,,v be considered a cbm^ete arid proper recordation of the inferSew unlesTii includes, 

or .s supplemented bv the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable .items required belowxoncerning.the substance of the interview:, - 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: " 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of specific prior art discussed, 

4) Xi!^ amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the Interview Summary 

5 l?atafS^ th T Pri "7 £? ' ar 9 umen ! s P^sented to the examiner. The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or ■: ' 

o mms t oHh^ ° f the ar 9 uments ! s not r ^ uired - ™* identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature 

pmn^li LnH P fTh 5 ar .9 um K ents made t0 lhe examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to 
emphasize and fully descnbe those arguments which he feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and ' — 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Stimmary Form completed by the examiner. 

^SSl^^^i^ ^f^If^ ^ e a PP Iicant ' s record of lhe substance of an interview. If the record is not complete or accurate, the examiner will give the 
a£^ 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

Applicant's summary of what took place at the interview should be carefully checked to determine the accuracy of any araumen! or statement attributed to the 
SZrr.*r° ST r^*- " ^ IS . an inaCCUraCy and B direc,ly on ,he ^ slion °' Patentability, it J^^pSHZ* fn^fZTom^X « me 
?%S£ and ™ reaSOnS ? m 00 :* 1 - ' h t eXa . miner Sh0U,d S6nd 3 leHer se,,in 9 ,orth his or her v*'*™ «» *° Mlmm.S^^^tS^^ 

mTe P xtmine?s Ss *~* Ml ° n ,n,erview fecord OK " »" paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and 
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